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REMARKS 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
Claims 1 and 36 

Regarding Claim 1, this Claim has been amended to recite the limitations: 

(a) a holding plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces; 

(b) means for positioning and fixedly mounting a stamper/imprinter on said 
upper major surface of said holding plate; 

(c) a mounting plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces, said 
upper major surface of said mounting plate facing said lower major surface of said 
holding plate; 

(d) mounting means for positioning and fixedly mounting said upper major 
surface of said mounting plate in contact with said lower major surface of said holding 
plate, said mounting means including means for laterally moving said holding plate 
relative to said mounting plate; and 

(e) an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate. 

The support for the above amendment is found at least on p. 16, In. 6 - p. 18, In. 20 of the instant 
specification. Dependent Claim 36, depending from independent Claim 1, has also been 
amended. Support for the amendments is found at least on p. 20 In. 5 - 26 of the instant 
specification. 

Claims 1 and 36 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Harper (US 6,939,120, hereinafter "Harper") in view of Chou (US 5,772,905, hereinafter 
"Chou") and further yet in view of Grimes et al. (US 5,399,372, hereinafter "Grimes") or Ohtsu 
et al. (US Pub 2003/0021070, hereinafter "Ohtsu"). Applicants respectfully submit that the 
embodiments of the present invention as recited in Claims 1 and 36 are not rendered obvious by 
Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu for the following reasons. 

Applicants respectfully direct the Examiner to independent Claim 1 that recites a device 
for aligning a stamp er/imprinter for use in a process for contact printing of a magnetic pattern in 
a surface of a magnetic or magneto-optical (MO) recording medium, comprising (emphasis 
added): 

(a) a holding plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces; 
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(b) means for positioning and fixedly mounting a stamp er/imprinter on said 
upper major surface of said holding plate; 

(c) a mounting plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces, said 
upper major surface of said mounting plate facing said lower major surface of said 
holding plate; 

(d) mounting means for positioning and fixedly mounting said upper major 
surface of said mounting plate in contact with said lower major surface of said holding 
plate, said mounting means including means for laterally moving said holding plate 
relative to said mounting plate ; and 

(e) an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate . 

Claim 36 depends from independent Claim 1 and recites further elements of the claimed 
embodiments. 

Page 2 of the rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as 
set forth in paragraph 1 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 1 of the last office action 
(dated November 14, 2008) states "Harper is applied for reasons of record as set forth in 
paragraph 3 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 3 of the last office action (dated March 
26, 2008) states: 

"the lower portion of the device of Harper teaches a support portion 410 
(equivalent to the instant mounting plate), a bottom die 435 (ie, instant holding plate) and 
a second stamper 460 (ie, instant stamper/imprinter). Since the stamper is in fact on the 
instant surface of the structure equivalent to the instant holding plate, there must 
inherently be 'means for positioning and fixedly mounting' the stamper. Also, since the 
holding plate is on the mounting plate (or the equivalent structures in Harper are so 
constructed), there must also be inherently the instant 'mounting means'." 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper fails to teach or suggest the limitations of "means for 
laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate; and an alignment means for 
use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter by laterally moving said holding plate relative 
to said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper teaches "[s]upport portions 405, 410 and 
columns 412, 414, 416 (a fourth column is not shown in this view) stabilize top die portion 430 
and bottom die portion 435," (col. 8, In. 50-53). In addition, Harper teaches "first and second 
imprinting surfaces 460, 462 are held in place by pico-actuators 470, 472, which control side-to- 
side movement of the first and second imprinting surfaces 460, 462," (col. 8, In. 60-64). 
Therefore, Applicants understand Harper to teach using a fixed, nonadjustable holding plate. In 
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contrast, Harper fails to teach "means for laterally moving said holding plate relative to said 
mounting plate; and an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Applicants respectfully submit that Chou and/or Grimes and/or Ohtsu, either alone or in 
combination with Harper, also fail to teach or suggest the limitations of "means for laterally 
moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate; and an alignment means for use in 
positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter by laterally moving said holding plate relative to 
said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . For these reasons, Applicants respectfully submit 
that independent Claim 1 is not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in 
view of Grimes or Ohtsu, thereby overcoming the 35 USC § 103(a) rejection of record. Since 
Claim 36 recites further elements claimed in independent Claim 1, Applicants respectfully 
submit that Claim 36 is also not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in 
view of Grimes or Ohtsu. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1 and 36 are 
allowable. 

Claims 23 and 37 

Regarding Claim 23, this Claim has been amended to recite the limitations: 

a holding plate having opposed upper and lower surfaces; 

a mounting unit mounting the stamper on the upper surface of the holding plate; 

a mounting plate, having opposed upper and lower surfaces, the mounting unit 
arranging and fixedly securing the upper surface of the mounting plate in contact with the 
lower surface of the holding plate; 

an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the 
holding plate relative to the mounting plate. 

The support for the above amendment is found at least on p. 16, In. 6 - p. 18, In. 20 of the instant 
specification. Dependent Claim 37, depending from independent Claim 23, has also been 
amended. Support for the amendments is found at least on p. 20 In. 5 - 26 of the instant 
specification. 

Claims 23 and 37 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Harper (US 6,939,120, hereinafter "Harper") in view of Chou (US 5,772,905, hereinafter 
"Chou") and further yet in view of Grimes et al. (US 5,399,372, hereinafter "Grimes") or Ohtsu 
et al. (US Pub 2003/0021070, hereinafter "Ohtsu"). Applicants respectfully submit that the 
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embodiments of the present invention as recited in Claims 23 and 37 are not rendered obvious by 
Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu for the following reasons. 

Applicants respectfully direct the Examiner to independent Claim 23 that recites a device 
for aligning a stamp er/imprinter for use in a process for contact printing of a magnetic pattern in 
a surface of a magnetic or magneto-optical (MO) recording medium, comprising (emphasis 
added): 

a holding plate having opposed upper and lower surfaces; 

a mounting unit mounting the stamper on the upper surface of the holding plate; 

a mounting plate, having opposed upper and lower surfaces, the mounting unit 
arranging and fixedly securing the upper surface of the mounting plate in contact with the 
lower surface of the holding plate; 

an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the 
holding plate relative to the mounting plate . 

Claim 37 depends from independent Claim 23 and recites further embodiments of the claimed 
invention. 

Page 2 of the rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as 
set forth in paragraph 1 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 1 of the last office action 
(dated November 14, 2008) states "Harper is applied for reasons of record as set forth in 
paragraph 3 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 3 of the last office action (dated March 
26, 2008) states 

"the lower portion of the device of Harper teaches a support portion 410 
(equivalent to the instant mounting plate), a bottom die 435 (ie, instant holding plate) and 
a second stamper 460 (ie, instant stamper/imprinter). Since the stamper is in fact on the 
instant surface of the structure equivalent to the instant holding plate, there must 
inherently be 'means for positioning and fixedly mounting' the stamper. Also, since the 
holding plate is on the mounting plate (or the equivalent structures in Harper are so 
constructed), there must also be inherently the instant 'mounting means'." 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper fails to teach or suggest the limitations of "an 
alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the holding plate 
relative to the mounting plate," as recited in Claim 23. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper teaches "[s]upport portions 405, 410 and 
columns 412, 414, 416 (a fourth column is not shown in this view) stabilize top die portion 430 
and bottom die portion 435," (col. 8, In. 50-53). In addition, Harper teaches "first and second 
imprinting surfaces 460, 462 are held in place by pico-actuators 470, 472, which control side-to- 
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side movement of the first and second imprinting surfaces 460, 462," (col. 8, In. 60-64). 
Therefore, Applicants understand Harper to teach using a fixed, nonadjustable holding plate. In 
contrast, Harper fails to teach "an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by 
laterally moving the holding plate relative to the mounting plate," as recited in Claim 23. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Chou and/or Grimes and/or Ohtsu, either alone or in 
combination with Harper, also fail to teach or suggest the limitations of "an alignment device for 
positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the holding plate relative to the mounting 
plate," as recited in Claim 23. For these reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that 
independent Claim 23 is not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view 
of Grimes or Ohtsu, thereby overcoming the 35 USC § 103(a) rejection of record. Since Claim 
37 recites further elements claimed in independent Claim 23, Applicants respectfully submit that 
Claim 37 is also not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view of 
Grimes or Ohtsu. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 23 and 37 are 
allowable. 



Claims 1-10 and 36 
Regarding Claim 1, this Claim has been amended to recite the limitations: 

(a) a holding plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces; 

(b) means for positioning and fixedly mounting a stamper/imprinter on said 
upper major surface of said holding plate; 

(c) a mounting plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces, said 
upper major surface of said mounting plate facing said lower major surface of said 
holding plate; 

(d) mounting means for positioning and fixedly mounting said upper major 
surface of said mounting plate in contact with said lower major surface of said holding 
plate, said mounting means including means for laterally moving said holding plate 
relative to said mounting plate; and 

(e) an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate. 

The support for the above amendment is found at least on p. 16, In. 6 - p. 18, In. 20 of the instant 
specification. Dependent Claim 36, depending from independent Claim 1, has also been 
amended. Support for the amendments is found at least on p. 20 In. 5 - 26 of the instant 
specification. 
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Claims 1-10 and 36 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Harper (US 6,939,120, hereinafter "Harper") in view of Chou (US 5,772,905, hereinafter 
"Chou") and further yet in view of Takehashi (US 5,612,062, hereinafter "Takehashi") and still 
further yet in view of Grimes et al. (US 5,399,372, hereinafter "Grimes") or Ohtsu et al. (US Pub 
2003/0021070, hereinafter "Ohtsu"). Applicants respectfully submit that the embodiments of the 
present invention as recited in Claims 1-10 and 36 are not rendered obvious by Harper in view of 
Chou and further yet in view of Takehashi and still further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu for the 
following reasons. 

Applicants respectfully direct the Examiner to independent Claim 1 that recites a device 
for aligning a stamper/imprinter for use in a process for contact printing of a magnetic pattern in 
a surface of a magnetic or magneto-optical (MO) recording medium, comprising (emphasis 
added): 

(a) a holding plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces; 

(b) means for positioning and fixedly mounting a stamper/imprinter on said 
upper major surface of said holding plate; 

(c) a mounting plate having opposed upper and lower major surfaces, said 
upper major surface of said mounting plate facing said lower major surface of said 
holding plate; 

(d) mounting means for positioning and fixedly mounting said upper major 
surface of said mounting plate in contact with said lower major surface of said holding 
plate, said mounting means including means for laterally moving said holding plate 
relative to said mounting plate ; and 

(e) an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate . 

Claims 2-10 and 36 depend from independent Claim 1 and recite further elements of the claimed 
embodiments. 

Page 3 of the rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as 
set forth in paragraph 2 of the last office action and paragraph 1 supra." Paragraph 1 of the 
rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 
1 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 1 of the last office action (dated November 14, 
2008) states: 

"Harper is applied for reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 3 of the last 
office action." Page 2, paragraph 3 of the last office action (dated March 26, 2008) states 
"the lower portion of the device of Harper teaches a support portion 410 (equivalent to 
the instant mounting plate), a bottom die 435 (ie, instant holding plate) and a second 
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stamper 460 (ie, instant stamper/imprinter). Since the stamper is in fact on the instant 
surface of the structure equivalent to the instant holding plate, there must inherently be 
'means for positioning and fixedly mounting' the stamper. Also, since the holding plate 
is on the mounting plate (or the equivalent structures in Harper are so constructed), there 
must also be inherently the instant 'mounting means'." 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper fails to teach or suggest the limitations of "means for 
laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate; and an alignment means for 
use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter by laterally moving said holding plate relative 
to said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper teaches "[s]upport portions 405, 410 and 
columns 412, 414, 416 (a fourth column is not shown in this view) stabilize top die portion 430 
and bottom die portion 435," (col. 8, In. 50-53). In addition, Harper teaches "first and second 
imprinting surfaces 460, 462 are held in place by pico-actuators 470, 472, which control side-to- 
side movement of the first and second imprinting surfaces 460, 462," (col. 8, In. 60-64). 
Therefore, Applicants understand Harper to teach using a fixed, nonadjustable holding plate. In 
contrast, Harper fails to teach "means for laterally moving said holding plate relative to said 
mounting plate; and an alignment means for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter 
by laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Applicants respectfully submit that Chou and/or Takehashi and/or Grimes and/or Ohtsu, 
either alone or in combination with Harper, also fail to teach or suggest the limitations of "means 
for laterally moving said holding plate relative to said mounting plate; and an alignment means 
for use in positionally aligning said stamper/imprinter by laterally moving said holding plate 
relative to said mounting plate," as recited in Claim 1 . For these reasons, Applicants respectfully 
submit that independent Claim 1 is not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further 
yet in view of Takehashi and still further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu, thereby overcoming the 
35 USC § 103(a) rejection of record. Since Claims 2-10 and 36 recite further elements claimed in 
independent Claim 1, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 2-10 and 36 are also not 
rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view of Takehashi and still 
further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1- 
10 and 36 are allowable. 
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Claims 23-35 and 37 
Regarding Claim 23, this Claim has been amended to recite the limitations: 

a holding plate having opposed upper and lower surfaces; 

a mounting unit mounting the stamper on the upper surface of the holding plate; 

a mounting plate, having opposed upper and lower surfaces, the mounting unit 
arranging and fixedly securing the upper surface of the mounting plate in contact with the 
lower surface of the holding plate; 

an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the 
holding plate relative to the mounting plate. 

The support for the above amendment is found at least on p. 16, In. 6 - p. 18, In. 20 of the instant 
specification. Dependent Claim 37, depending from independent Claim 23, has also been 
amended. Support for the amendments is found at least on p. 20 In. 5 - 26 of the instant 
specification. 

Claims 23-35 and 37 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Harper (US 6,939,120, hereinafter "Harper") in view of Chou (US 5,772,905, hereinafter 
"Chou") and further yet in view of Takehashi (US 5,612,062, hereinafter "Takehashi") and still 
further yet in view of Grimes et al. (US 5,399,372, hereinafter "Grimes") or Ohtsu et al. (US Pub 
2003/0021070, hereinafter "Ohtsu"). Applicants respectfully submit that the embodiments of the 
present invention as recited in Claims 23-35 and 37 are not rendered obvious by Harper in view 
of Chou and further yet in view of Takehashi and still further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu for 
the following reasons. 

Applicants respectfully direct the Examiner to independent Claim 23 that recites a device 
for aligning a stamp er/imprinter for use in a process for contact printing of a magnetic pattern in 
a surface of a magnetic or magneto-optical (MO) recording medium, comprising (emphasis 
added): 

a holding plate having opposed upper and lower surfaces; 

a mounting unit mounting the stamper on the upper surface of the holding plate; 

a mounting plate, having opposed upper and lower surfaces, the mounting unit 
arranging and fixedly securing the upper surface of the mounting plate in contact with the 
lower surface of the holding plate; 

an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the 
holding plate relative to the mounting plate . 

Claims 24-35 and 37 depend from independent Claim 23 and recite further elements of the 
claimed embodiments. 
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Page 3 of the rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as 
set forth in paragraph 2 of the last office action and paragraph 1 supra." Paragraph 1 of the 
rejection states "Harper and Chou -905 are applied for reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 
1 of the last office action." Page 2, paragraph 1 of the last office action (dated November 14, 
2008) states: 

"Harper is applied for reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 3 of the last 
office action." Page 2, paragraph 3 of the last office action (dated March 26, 2008) states 
"the lower portion of the device of Harper teaches a support portion 410 (equivalent to 
the instant mounting plate), a bottom die 435 (ie, instant holding plate) and a second 
stamper 460 (ie, instant stamper/imprinter). Since the stamper is in fact on the instant 
surface of the structure equivalent to the instant holding plate, there must inherently be 
'means for positioning and fixedly mounting' the stamper. Also, since the holding plate 
is on the mounting plate (or the equivalent structures in Harper are so constructed), there 
must also be inherently the instant 'mounting means'." 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper fails to teach or suggest the limitations of "an 
alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the holding plate 
relative to the mounting plate," as recited in Claim 23. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Harper teaches "[s]upport portions 405, 410 and 
columns 412, 414, 416 (a fourth column is not shown in this view) stabilize top die portion 430 
and bottom die portion 435," (col. 8, In. 50-53). In addition, Harper teaches "first and second 
imprinting surfaces 460, 462 are held in place by pico-actuators 470, 472, which control side-to- 
side movement of the first and second imprinting surfaces 460, 462," (col. 8, In. 60-64). 
Therefore, Applicants understand Harper to teach using a fixed, nonadjustable holding plate. In 
contrast, Harper fails to teach "an alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by 
laterally moving the holding plate relative to the mounting plate," as recited in Claim 23. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Chou and/or Takehashi and/or Grimes and/or Ohtsu, 
either alone or in combination with Harper, also fail to teach or suggest the limitations of "an 
alignment device for positionally aligning the stamper by laterally moving the holding plate 
relative to the mounting plate," as recited in Claim 23. For these reasons, Applicants respectfully 
submit that independent Claim 23 is not rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further 
yet in view of Takehashi and still further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu, thereby overcoming the 
35 USC § 103(a) rejection of record. Since Claims 24-35 and 37 recite further elements claimed 
in independent Claim 23, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 24-35 and 37 are also not 
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rendered obvious by Harper in view of Chou and further yet in view of Takehashi and still even 
further yet in view of Grimes or Ohtsu. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 
23-35 and 37 are allowable. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above, it is submitted that the Claims are in condition for allowance and 
reconsideration of the rejections is respectfully requested. Allowance of Claims 1-10 and 23-37 
at an early date is solicited. 

The Examiner is invited to contact Applicant's undersigned representative if the 
Examiner believes such action would expedite resolution of the present Application. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including any extension of time fees, to Deposit Account No. 50-4160 and please credit any 
excess fees to such deposit account. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Anthony C. Murabito/ 

Anthony C. Murabito 
Registration No. 35,295 

Murabito, Hao & Barnes LLP 
Two North Market Street 
Third Floor 

San Jose, California 95 1 13 
Telephone: (408) 938-9060 
Date: November 18, 2009 
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